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prosperity with least difference in tax, and least difference
in prosperity with greatest difference in tax, we cannot re-
gard tax as a cause of prosperity, but as an obstacle to pros-
perity which must have been overcome by some stronger
cause. That such is the case lies plainly on the face of the
facts. The prosperity which we enjoy is the prosperity
which God and nature have given us minm what the legis-
lator has taken from it.
55.  (6) We prospered with slavery just as we have pros-
pered with protection.   The argument that the former was
a cause would be just as strong as the argument that the
latter is a cause.
56.  (c) The protectionists take to themselves as a credit
all the advance in the arts of the last twenty-five years,
because they have not entirely offset it and destroyed it*
57.  (d) The protectionists claim that they have increased
our wealth.   All the wealth that is produced must be pro-
duced by labor and capital applied to land.   The people
have wrought and produced.   The tax gatherer has only
subtracted something.   Whether he used what he took well
or ill,  he subtracted.   He could not do  anything else.
Therefore, whatever wealth we see about us, and whatever
wealth appears in the census is what the people have pro-
duced, less what the tax gatherer has taken out of it,
58.  (e) If the members of Congress can establish for them-
selves some ideal of tie grade of comfort which the average
American citizen ought to enjoy, and then just get it for
him, they have used their power hitherto in a very beggarly
manner.   For, although the average status of our people is
high when compared with that of other people on the globe,
nevertheless, when compared with any standard of ideal
comfort, it leaves much to be desired.   If Congress has
the power supposed, they surely ought not to measure the
exercise of it by only making us better off than Europeans.
59.  (/) During the late presidential campaign the pro-